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	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	Based on this study, the Assam region has a wide variety of inconspicuous chickens, but valuable germplasm is subjected to genetic erosion due to continuous indiscriminate cross-breeding with improved breeds/varieties. And also in countries like India, native chickens are phenotypically not well characterized which leads to the loss of the genetic resources of the poultry.  Therefore, the results of this study are important for the characterization, improvement, and conservation program of native chickens is essential to save them from their genetic loss.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	This topic is both brief and clear:
Phenotypic Characterization of Indigenous Chicken, Daohaita in Chirang District of Assam
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	In my opinion, this abstract is quite comprehensive, but it should be limited to 150-200 words based on the abstract writing standards of internationally reputable journals.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In my opinion, the manuscript is substantively correct, the analysis and study are comprehensive.
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	I think the quality of his English is good enough for scientific communication
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